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TGn Editor: Delete the following text in subclause 7.1.3.2, on page 14, lines 12-13 of TGn Draft 1.01:

Insert the following at the end of the subclause:

The Duration fields in the MAC Headers of MPDUs in an aggregate shall all carry the same value.
TGn Editor: Insert the following text in subclause 7.1.4, on page 19, line 59 of TGn draft 1.01:

Change subclause 7.1.4 as follows:

Within all data frames containing QoS CF-Poll, the Duration/ID field value is set to one of the following:

· One SIFS duration plus the TXOP limit, if the TXOP limit is nonzero, or

· The time required for the transmission of one MPDU of nominal MSDU size, or nominal A-MSDU size if the recipient is a HT device, and the associated ACK frame plus two SIFS intervals, if the TXOP limit is zero.
TGnEditor: Change the following text in subclause 7.1.4, on page 19, line 62 – 65 of TGn Draft 1.01:

Within all data or management frames sent in a CP by the QSTAs outside of a controlled access phase (CAP) and outside of a PSMP sequence, following a contention access of the channel using a given AC, the Duration/ID field is set to one of the following values:
TGn Editor: Delete the following text in subclause 7.1.4, on page 20, lines 18 - 28 of TGn Draft 1.01:

Change  item c) of 7.1.4  as follows:

c) The minimumEither of
1) The time required for the transmission the pending MPDUs of the AC and the associated ACKs, if any, and applicable SIFS durations, and
2) The time limit imposed by the MIB attribute dot11EDCATableTXOPLimit (dot11EDCAQAPTableTXOPLimit for the QAP) for that AC minus the already used time within the TXOP.

TGnEditor: Insert the following text in subclause 7.1.4, on page 20, line 18 of TGn Draft 1.01:

Change subclause 7.1.4 as follows:
a) For management frames, frames with QoS Data subfield set to 0, and unicast data frames with Ack Policy subfield set to Normal Ack,

1) The time required for the transmission of one ACK frameresponse PPDU (ACK or BA, as appropriate, including appropriate IFS values), if the frame is contained in the final PPDUfragment of the TXOP, or

2) The time required for the transmission of one ACK frameresponse PPDU (ACK or BA, as appropriate, including appropriate IFS values) plus the time required for the transmission of the following MPDUPPDU and its response if required (including appropriate IFS values), or
3) The minimum of:
i) The time required for the transmission of the pending PPDUs of the given AC and the associated response PPDU (ACKs or BAs, as appropriate), if any, and applicable SIFS durations, or

ii) The time limit imposed by the MIB attribute dot11EDCATableTXOPLimit (dot11EDCAQAP-TableTXOPLimit for the QAP) for the given AC minus the already used time within the TXOP, as measured from the end of the PPDU containing this frame.
b) For unicast data frames with the Ack Policy subfield set to No Ack or Block Ack and for multicast/broadcast frames,

1) Zero, if the frame is contained in the final fragmentPPDU of the TXOP, or

2) The time required for the transmission of the following MPDUPPDU and its response framePPDU, if required (including appropriate IFS values), or
3) The minimum of:
i) The time required for the transmission of the pending PPDUs of the given AC and the associated response PPDUs (ACKs or BAs, as appropriate), if any, and applicable SIFS durations, or

ii) The time limit imposed by the MIB attribute dot11EDCATableTXOPLimit (dot11EDCAQAP-TableTXOPLimit for the QAP) for the given AC minus the already used time within the TXOP, as measured from the end of the PPDU containing this frame.
c) The minimum of 

1) The time required for the transmission the pending MPDUs of the AC and the associated ACKs, if any, and applicable SIFS durations, and 

2) The time limit imposed by the MIB attribute dot11EDCATableTXOPLimit (dot11EDCAQAP-TableTXOPLimit for the QAP) for that AC minus the already used time within the TXOP.
The Duration fields in the MAC Headers of MPDUs within an A-MPDU all carry the same value as calculated based on the rules mentioned in this subclause where the timing reference for the duration information is the end of the A-MPDU, not the ends of the individual MPDUs carried within the A-MPDU.
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Abstract


This document includes proposed text for modification of the TGn 1.01 (insertions marked) draft. The text is intended to provide a solution to the issue raised by LB84 Comment ID (CID) 11025 regarding the duration field of an A-MPDU. In addition to CID 11025, the following CIDs should also be resolved with the adoption of this text: 1117, 1118, 1119, 1734, 1946.
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